the other hand, two most impressive representatives of the South Slavic world at that time: Prince Nikola Petrović Njegoš and Bishop Josip Juraj Strossmayer. After all, it could not have been otherwise, bearing in mind that the Concordat of 1886, in fact, was the first Concordat aimed at arranging relations between the Holy See and an Orthodox state, with all the problems of political, legal and religious nature, which followed its creation, and with all the hopes and expectations it aroused in both contracting parties. 1 The sequence of the events that led to the Concordat of 1886 was caused by major crisis that hit the Balkan Peninsula in the second half of the seventies. At that time, the small Principality of Montenegro, with its ruler, Prince Nikola Petrović Njegoš, attracted the attention of European offices and international public opinion, at the beginning by providing support to the Christian people, who rebelled against the Ottoman authorities in Bosnia and Herzegovina, and then by the main role in the series of victorious war endeavors against the Sultan's army. These successes on the battlefield were crowned at the political and diplomatic level in 1878, at the Berlin Congress, where Montenegro gained its independence, and when several important territories from the Ottoman Empire were ceded to it. Despite the fact that these ceded territories did not fully satisfy the expectations of Prince Nikola and were somehow darkened by transferring the governance over Bosnia and Herzegovina to the Habsburg Monarchy, nevertheless, they enabled this Balkan state to double its territory, extending from all sides the historical core of the old Montenegro and Hills, and providing it access to the sea through Antivari, that is, Bar.
Despite its limited resources, during the rule of the Petrović Njegoš dynasty, Montenegro was accredited as the force worthy of respect on the Balkan scene, and it could expect a central role in the process of uniting Serbs, and even all the South Slavs. 2 With the territorial expansion and increase in the population of Montenegro, the ethnic and religious composition of the population also changed. It ceased to be, almost entirely, a nationally and religiously homogeneous state, since its borders included Turks and Albanians, Muslims and Catholics. This change caused problems, since the Montenegrin identity was firmly rooted in the cruel struggle, which the Orthodox Slavic brotherhoods and tribes waged against the Muslims for centuries, but it was to a certain degree stirred up by the lack of confidence against 'Latin', which was, after all, to a great extent double-sided. In such conditions, the arrangement of the position of new national and religious minorities was set up as one of the priorities of Prince Nikola. It was not just about fulfilling the clauses from the Berlin Congress, which clearly stipulated that the new independent states in the Balkans including Montenegro had to implement the policy of religious tolerance in the territories granted to them by the Ottoman Empire. Even if these international obligations were ignored, it was clear that finding a balanced solution, which could guarantee the strengthening of the central government over non-Slavic people, and which, at the same time, could respond to some of its legitimate needs and avoid the outbreak of tensions, would represent one of the parameters for evaluating the ability of the Montenegrin authorities to change traditional structures of brotherhoods and tribes and at least partially modernize the state. 3 Concerning specifically Catholic population in Montenegro, it was not more than a few thousand people, from 4,000 to 6,000, according to some estimates, and it mostly consisted of Albanians, and to a lesser extent Slavs. In spite of its numerical insignificance and ethnic fragmentation, this Catholic component caused considerable problems. While it was easy to anticipate that the international community would not take much care of fulfilling the obligations to Muslims determined by the Berlin Congress, the situation was different in relation to Catholics, who counted on diplomatic protection and financial help from powerful Catholic countries, such as Austria-Hungary, France, and Italy, as it was the case during the previous centuries under the Turkish rule. In addition, it was obvious that the attitude of Prince Nikola and his administration towards them would significantly influence the future of Montenegro. 4 The conclusion of Concordat between the Vatican and Montenegro was a long process, which went through several phases. Since it was the first Concordat that the Holy See concluded with an Orthodox country, it was necessary to harmonize many factors and interests. Many eyes of those with good intentions and even more of those with not good intentions, carefully watched the progress of creating this legal agreement. Bearing in mind that during this period Austria-Hungary sponsored the Catholic Church in the territory of a larger part of the Balkan Peninsula, it was clear that its political plans did not correspond to concluding the Concordat between the Holy See and Montenegro. On the other hand, having in mind the modest intellectual and administrative capacity of the persons, who surrounded Prince in Cetinje, it is clear that for such important question he had to find a person, who had his absolute confidence on the one hand, and on the other hand, the one who, at the same time, had the ability to come face-to-face with an extremely delicate task and interlocutors from the Vatican diplomacy and Curia, who were inviolable in diplomatic negotiations. Having no great choice of associates, and having confidence in the loyalty to the interests of the Orthodox faith and state-legal continuity based on medieval Nemanjić-Crnojević heritage, several facts made Prince Nikola include Visarion Ljubiša, the bishop of Zahumlje and Raška, in the process of preparation and conclusion of the Concordat and entrusted him with drafting the text of the Concordat. 5 He was born in the Littoral region and therefore he learned Italian as part of elementary and theological education. 6 Serving in monastic rank in monasteries in the Bay of Kotor and Paštrovići, he had enough insight 4 Radoslav Raspopovic, Diplomacy of Montenegro 1711-1918. Historical Institute, Podgorica 1996, 487-488; http://www.montenegrina.net/pages/pages1/religija/konkordat_sa_cg.htm (August 9, 2018) 5 Metropolitan Visarion was born on January 14, 1823 in Sveti Stefan, Paštrovići. After completing monastic education, he was a teacher in the monasteries Praskvica, Reževići and Savina, and then a parish and a teacher in Perast. After coming to Montenegro, he became the head of the Morača monastery, with the title of Archimandrite. He was set to Bishop of Zahumlje-Raška, with the center in Ostrog Monastery, on September 8, 1878. He became the Metropolitan of Montenegro and Hills on December 6, 1882.
His work on the reform of church-educational life was interrupted by his death, on April 14, 1884, in Cetinje, where he was buried. Sava, Bishop of Šumadija, Serbian Hierarchs from the 9th to the 20th century, Belgrade 1997, 88-89. 6 In addition to the primary school in Budva, Visarion finished one -year preparatory school in Italian, in Šibenik, 1838/39, and from the preserved diploma, it can be seen that, in addition to the Italian language and literature, he also studied Latin and literature with writing. The original diploma is kept in the personal legacy of the Metropolitan Visarion Ljubiša, the Archives of the Praskvica Monastery.
The Italian language, as the official language at that time, was a compulsory subject in the School of ClergySeminary, which Visarion attended in Šibenik and Zadar, 1839-1844. The original diploma is in the State Archives of Montenegro -Department in Budva, Legacy of Ljubiša family.
into the spirit and structure of the Roman Catholic Church, at least at the local level. After all, during these years, at the beginning of the 1880s, the state administration in Montenegro had just begun to form, and it consisted mostly of people born and educated abroad, but they came with good will to serve the interests of the 'Serbian Sparta', as they affectionately called Montenegro. The other, and a very important reason, which induced Prince Nikola to involve Bishop Visarion in negotiating process for the Concordat and entrust him with the leading role on the Montenegrin side in this work, was to secure, from the Orthodox side, domestic and even more Russian, acceptability of the drafted contract. The powerful Russia was especially sensitive to any contact with the Vatican, and especially to such important question as it was defining the legal position of the Catholic Church in a dominantly orthodox country, which has survived for three centuries, mostly owing to the political protection and material help of the Russian Empire. 7 Undoubtedly, the process of drafting the Concordat required a certain period of preparation, during which Bishop Visarion had to be acquainted with the contents of, at least, some of the most important Concordats that the Holy See had concluded with some of the European countries. The result of his work was the draft Concordat, which consisted of 34 articles. Since Prince Nikola became acquainted with its content and approved it, the negotiations with the Roman Curia could begin. That is why Bishop Visarion, under the order of Prince Nikola, went to Rome with the draft Concordat and wide permissions to negotiate with the representatives of the Roman Curia about the harmonization of the text of the Concordat, on June 14, 1881. 8 The main topics of the negotiations were the question of the legal position of the Catholic Church, its attitude towards the Prince Nikola's government and the question of mixed marriages (Catholic-Orthodox), as well as the question of the competencies of the Prince Nikola's authority regarding the appointment of the Archbishop of Bar. In the organization of the Bishop Visarion's journey to Rome, as well as the process of drafting the Concordat, the Italian Minister in Montenegro, Durando, was also involved. In his report submitted to the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Italy, on July 2, 1881, Durando stated that Bishop Visarion started his journey to Rome on June 28 (June 14 according to the old calendar, which was valid in Montenegro) with the Concordat project, which he characterized in this way˸ 'It cannot be more liberal. ' 9 During the summer of 1881, Visarion spent a month in Rome, negotiating with the State Secretary of the Holy See, Cardinal Ludovic Jakobini, but without success. 10 During his stay in Rome, he was not allowed to meet with Pope Leo XIII because of protocol reasons that were incompatible with his position as an Orthodox Archbishop.
11 At that time, and all the time until the reform of the Roman Catholic Church at the Second Vatican Council (1963) (1964) (1965) , the ceremonial Pope honoring by kneeling, with unveiled head and kissing the ring on his right hand, which was a compulsory form of showing respect and submissiveness, for all bishops, priests and people, was in effect.
There are several modern testimonies to the participation of the Bishop Visarion at the initial stage of the negotiations with the Roman Curia about the position of the Roman Catholic Church in Montenegro in the documents of Bishop Josip Juraj Strossmayer, who led these negotiations with Prince Nikola. Through his correspondence with Prince Nikola on this occasion, for a long time from 1879 to 1886, there was a trace of Visarion's mission, even though it was kept in strict confidentiality. 12 In the letter, which dates back to the second half of September 1883 that was the answer to Strossmayer's letter of September 10, Prince Nikola stated the attitude of the Concordat in unusually poor and precise way: '... I am very sorry that, answering your kind letter of September 10, of this year, I must say, as it seems to me, that the Holy See would like to make the appointment of the Catholic bishop in Bar dependent on the conditions proposed to the reverend Mr. Ljubiša during his stay in Rome. If that were the case, now I would be obliged to state once again that, with the proposal of the Concordat which was then submitted to the Holy See by the bishop of Montenegro, we come to the final limits in the concessions that Montenegro can make to the Catholic Church, without buying the contract with the Holy See at the price of its dignity. These concessions truly set up a Catholic church, which has a maximum of 4,000 souls, perfectly at the same level of equality with the Orthodox Church, to which the vast majority of my people belong.' 13 The intermediary role of Bishop Strossmayer in contact establishing and defining the text of the Concordat can be seen from the contents of the correspondence he conducted with the papal nuncio in Vienna, Archbishop Serafino Vannutelli. 14 In the report that dates back to May 25, 1883, which he sent to the State Secretary Cardinal Jakobini, besides describing the conversation with Prince Nikola regarding the establishment of the Concordat, among other things, Vannutelli stated the following: 'I am very sad that the mission with the Holy See, for which I put in charge the Metropolitan of our church, for two years or less, did not succeed.' 15 And in the letter that dates back to July 10, 1883, which Strossmayer sent to Cardinal Jakobini, through the nuncio Vannutelli, the participation of the Metropolitan Visarion during the negotiations was stated: 'We vividly convinced ourselves of it, when the Metropolitan of the mentioned Prince appeared in Rome, in front of the Holy See, with various chapters, most of which were superfluous and confusing, and some of them unacceptable.' 16 From this negative assessment of the defined participation of the bishop, and then the Metropolitan of Visarion, in the negotiations, one can undoubtedly conclude that he was very principled and did not change his opinion in the positions he was guided with, based on the canon law of the Orthodox Church. On the same occasion, Strossmayer also wrote the letter to the Vatican Nuncio Vannutelli, which was forwarded to the State Secretary of Vatican, Cardinal Jakobini. The letter dates back to October 13, 1883, and he gave a number of objections to the draft Concordat given by Prince Nikola in cooperation with Metropolitan Visarion. However, bearing in mind the fact that this is the first legal act -an agreement between the Vatican and an Orthodox country, which could be a bridge and model for concluding the same or similar Concordats between the Vatican and other Orthodox countries, primarily having in mind the mighty Russian Empire, Strossmayer suggested the acceptation of this draft, which consisted of 34 articles. 17 He made the following proposal about the act of signing: 'If the Holy, Apostolic See, considers my script worthy, and if the Montenegrin Prince agrees with the alteration and the mentioned omitting, I think that the contract itself should be completed by the solemn signature in Vienna, so that, in that regard, Your Excellency, on behalf of the Holy See, and Visarion, the Bishop of Zahumlje, on behalf of Prince of Montenegro, receive the preliminary authorization and permission. And the reason for this is the following: 'when, approximately two years ago, abovementioned the Bishop of Zahumlje was in Rome, at the same time when I was in Rome, he was denied access to the Holy Father as a nonCatholic bishop.' 18 Strossmayer emphasized that, after the ratification of the Concordat, it would be good to allow Bishop Visarion to meet the Pope, hoping that this audience would have a great impression of the Orthodox archpriest, who would, on return to his country, by the power of his authority, influence the people in Montenegro to change the attitude towards Roman Catholics and their head of the church. 19 In correspondence with his closest and the most confidential associate, Canon Franjo Racki, Strossmayer expressed the most sincere thoughts about poor success of the initial phase of negotiations. He wrote to Racki: 'If I can appraise -at least somethingmistrust in me, caused by someone else's influence on the Montenegrin Prince that the thing did not succeed, then the clumsiness, the arrogance and one-sidedness of Rome justified by nothing were to blame for that. The guilty, especially from this side, was the 16 Ibid, 267. 17 Ibid, 289-299. 18 Ibid, 281-282. 19 Ibid, 283. It is interesting that Strossmayer, in the official correspondence of the highest rank, in letter of October 13, 1883, addressed Visarion with the title he had in 1881. It is not possible that he, who carefully followed the church life in wide areas, did not know that Visarion was appointed and took over the service of the Metropolitan of Cetinje in November 1882. However, in the context of the given topic, it is not as important as emphasizing the far-sightedness of the Bishop of Djakovo in terms of Catholic-Orthodox relations in Montenegro and the entire Balkans. Duke Simo Popović, although a contemporary and witness, and a participant in one part of establishment and conclusion process of the Concordat, who could not have been unacquainted with the role of the Metropolitan Visarion, in his extensive Memoirs, left the poor note about this: 'In Russia, they were not satisfied with Prince regarding this job. Holy Synod, precisely Pobedonostsev, the most eminent person on the imperial court, was bitter toward Prince and scolded him that he opened 'the gate of Montenegro' wide to the enemy of Orthodoxy. Prince defended himself against indictments by proving that he had to conclude the agreement with Rome because of Austria, taking away its patronage of the Roman Catholic clergy and population in Montenegro, and the possibility to use them for its own politics. He was pleased with his own success. The Croats and the rest of the Catholic world were full of praise for him, and even more, when in next 1887, he asked for service in Old Slavic language in the Archdiocese of Bar, which was approved, with the Glagolitic Missal, by the council and confirmed by the Pope on March 31. The Montenegrin Catholics were indifferent to it. All but the ones in Bar speak only Albanian language. They understood neither the service in Slavic nor the one in Latin language.' The fact that the Concordat, which dates back to 1886, represents a compromise that has matured over time and which respects the interests of the contracting parties represented its stronger side. In the next half of the century, the agreement with Montenegro was a necessary starting point for all negotiations that the Holy See had with predominantly Orthodox countries. Taken as an explicit model for the Concordat with Serbia from 1914, it continued with such an influence until the period between the two world wars and until the Concordat with Romania in 1927 and Yugoslavia in 1934. Such function of it came completely to the end after World War II, when the communist regime in Eastern Europe made any agreement with the Catholic Church impossible. In this context, as it can be seen from the historical sources, the role of bishop -Metropolitan of Visarion Ljubiša is of great importance for the final outcome of the negotiations and the formulation of the text of the Concordat between the Holy See and Montenegro. Although many documents and testimonies have not been preserved, which is implicit in such a delicate diplomatic mission, an undoubted conclusion about the unique attitude of Prince Nikola and his representative in negotiations, Bishop Visarion Ljubiša, the famous figure in Montenegrin society at the end of the 19th century, who, besides the church service, was also remembered as the first minister of education in Montenegro, can be deduced from this presentation. 24 
